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Preface 


Centuries  have  witnessed  the  waters  of  the  Smith  River  tumbling,  meandering, 
rushing,  and  sometimes  trickling  its  wav  between  the  Big  Belt  and  Little  Belt 
Mountains  to  its  confluence  with  the  Missouri  River  just  upstream  from  the  present 
day  city  of  Great  Falls.  The  "white  man's"  concept  of  individual  land  ownership 
has,  in  the  last  century,  resulted  in  the  majority  of  the  Smith's  shoreline, 
between  Camp  Baker  and  the  Eden  Bridge,  being  held  in  private  ownership.  During  the 
past  decade,  growing  enthusiasm  for  recreational  river  floating  and  its  associated 
pursuits,  e.g.  camping,  hiking,  fishing,  has  provided  opportunity  for  a conflict 
of  interests  between  these  two  groups  --  floaters  and  landowners. 

Conflict,  however,  is  always  more  obvious  than  harmony.  And  harmony  can 
exist  if  we  emphasize  the  common  interests  shared  by  both  landowners  and  floaters  -- 
their  common  regard  for  the  natural  marvels  of  the  Smith. 


Authority 

Montana  Statute  charges  the  Department  of  Fish,  Wildlife  and  Parks  with  the 
responsibility  of  "...  conserving  the  ...  recreational  resources  of  the  state 
and  providing  for  their  use  ..."  In  light  of  this  charge  and  the  quantity  of 
Smith  River  suggestions,  complaints,  and  requests  for  information  to  this 
Department,  a need  for  greater  understanding  of  the  river's  human  inhabitants 
(landowners)  and  visitors  was  realized. 


Coordinati on  and  Design 

During  the  summer  of  1980,  a coordinated  effort  was  made  by  the  Montana 
Department  of  Fish,  Wildlife  and  Parks  (DFWP),  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management 
(BLM),  and  the  U.S.  Forest  Service  to  collect  Smith  River  summer  use  data. 

Both  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management  and  the  Department  of  Fish,  Wildlife  and 
Parks  had  a seasonal  employee,  referred  to  as  a "river  ranger",  stationed  on 
the  Smith  during  the  months  of  May,  June,  and  July. 

The  river  rangers'  duties  included:  the  dissemination  of  information  to 
river  users,  law  enforcement  and  litter  patrol,  sign  maintenance,  hazardous 
fence  flagging,  recording  recommendations  and  suggestions  received  from  both 
recreationists  and  landowners,  and  serving  as  a liaison  between  the  landowners 
and  managing  agencies.  In  addition,  the  DFWP  river  ranger  maintained  a visitor 
registration  card  system.  Names  and  addresses  collected  on  the  registration  cards 
were  used  to  mail  out  written  surveys. 

Reports  will  be  forthcoming  by  each  river  ranger  or  his  respective  agency. 

The  report  you  are  now  reading  will  deal  exclusively  with  the  mail -out  user 
survey  employed  by  the  Department  of  Fish,  Wildlife  and  Parks. 


The  User  Survey 

As  mentioned  above,  addresses  collected  on  registration  cards  were  used  to 
mail  out  the  user  survey.  Cards  were  collected  from  the  Camp  Baker  registration 
box  once  a week  by  the  DFWP  river  ranger  and  mailed  to  the  Department's  state 
office  in  Helena  for  processing.  Surveys  were  mailed  out  promptly  as  the  cards 
were  received  in  Helena.  A copy  of  the  survey  instrument  complete  with  tabulated 
responses  is  found  at  the  end  of  this  report.  A discussion  of  the  results 
fol lows . 

1)  A 67%  response  rate  was  realized.  A total  of  220  registration  cards 
were  received  by  the  Helena  office  during  the  months  of  May,  June,  July,  and 
August.  One  hundred  and  sixty-four  registrants  (75%)  indicated  that  they  would 
fill  out  a written  survey  by  entering  their  name  and  mailing  address.  Of  the 
164  surveys  mailed,  110  were  returned  for  a 67%  response  rate.  This  rate  of 
response  is  remarkable  and  is  most  likely  due  to  a genuine  concern  for  the  future 
of  the  Smith  River. 

2)  The  average  Smith  River  trip  lasted  3.6  days  (survey  question  1 and  16). 

Eighty-seven  percent  of  the  float  trips  were  from  Camp  Baker  to  the  Eden  Bridge, 
a distance  of  some  58  miles.  The  time  taken  for  float  trips  on  the  Smith  River 
ranged  from  one  to  six  days  and  averaged  3.5  days.  This  statistic  will,  in  all 
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likelihood,  set  the  Smith  apart  from  many  other  rivers  in  that  once  a floater 
departs  at  Camp  Baker,  public  takeouts  are  virtually  nonexistant  until  the  Eden 
Bridge,  58  miles  downstream.  This  fact  necessitates  camping  along  the  river  and 
thus  increases  the  likelihood  of  floater-landowner  conflict  due  to  accidental 
fire,  trespass,  litter,  sanitary  habits,  vandal  ism,  1 ivestock  harrassment,  etc. 


3)  The  month  of  June  saw  53%  of  the  Smith  Fiver  visitors,  and  40%  of  all 
visitation  was  on  weekends  (survey  question  1).  Visitation  peaked  in  June  (53%) 
to  coincide  with  peak  run  off.  Water  depth  tapered  off  quickly  in  July  and  the 
Smith  became  very  difficult  to  navigate  by  August. 


May  June  July  August 

% visitation  16  53  30  1 


In  effect,  the  river  is  regulating  its  own  use  which  should  lessen  the  annual 
floater  impact  upon  neighboring  landowners.  This  is  not  always  the  case,  however, 
when  a persistent  floater  disables  his  craft  on  exposed  rocks  late  in  the  season 
and  requires  assistance  from  whoever  may  be  nearby. 

Although  weekend  use  was  predominant,  every  day  of  the  week  saw  significant 
numbers  of  river  recreationists,  as  the  following  chart  displays.  A recreation 
day  is  defined  as  any  part  of  a day  spent  recreating  on  the  Smith  River,  or  its 
shores  by  one  entire  party. 


Sat.  Sun.  Mon.  Tues.  Wed.  Thur.  Fri. 

Recreation  Days  (avg.)  80  70  34  39  38  51  66 

Percent  of  Total  Time  21%  19%  9%  10%  10%  13%  18% 

4)  The  average  party  consisted  of  5.88  people  (survey  question  2).  The  110 

returned  surveys  (one  survey  per  party)  accounted  for  a total  of  647  men,  women, 
and  children.  By  dividing  647  by  110,  we  arrive  at  an  average  party  size  of 
5.88  people.  Adult  males  account  for  over  half  (55.3%)  of  the  visitors. 

Male  Female  Total 

Youngsters  “ 20/3.1%  19/2.9%  39/6.0% 

Teens  45/7.0%  25/3.9%  70/10.9% 

Adults  358/55.3%  174/26.9%  532/82.2% 

Seniors 6/0.9% 0/0 6/0.9% 

TOTAL  429/66.3%  218/33.7%  647/100.0% 

5)  Lewis  and  Clark  and  Cascade  counties  collectively  supplied  41.0 % of 
the  Smith  Fiver  visitors  (survey  question  3).  It  is  not  surprising  that  the 
largest  proportion  of  visitors  came  from  the  two  nearest  population  centers, 

Lewis  and  Clark  County  (Helena)  and  Cascade  County  (Great  Falls).  It  is  somewhat 
surprising  that  only  1%  of  the  visitors  came  from  Meagher  County  where  the  river 
trip  begins.  Only  7.8%  of  the  visitors  were  nonresidents. 


County  or  State 
of  Residence 

Number 
of  Partys 

Percent 
of  Partys 

Lewis  and  Clark 

28 

26.7 

Cascade 

15 

14.3 

Missoula 

13 

12.4 

Gal  lati n 

10 

9.5 

Raval  1 i 

5 

4.8 

Silver  Bow 

5 

4.8 

Colorado 

3 

2.9 

Flathead 

3 

2.9 

Jefferson 

3 

2.9 

Yel lows tone 

3 

2.9 

Broadwater 

2 

1.9 

Washington 

2 

1 .9 

Beaverhead 

1 

1.0 

Custer 

1 

1 .0 

Fergus 

1 

1 .0 

Hill 

1 

1 .0 

Lake 

1 

1.0 

Madison 

1 

1 .0 

Meagher 

1 

1.0 

North  Dakota 

1 

1 .0 
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County  or  State 
of  Residence 

Park 

Sanders 

Teton 

Texas 

Wisconsin 


Number 
of  Partys 

1 

1 

1 

1 


Percent 
of  Partys 
HTO 

1 .0 

1.0 

1 .0 

1 .0 


TOTAL  105  100.0% 

6)  Neither  the  price  or  the  availability  of  gasoline  had  any  effect  on  83% 
of  the  Smith  River  visitors  despite  an  average  round  trip  driving  distance  of 
324.28  miles  (survey  questions  4 and  5).  Of  the  17%  of  river  users  who  indicated 
that  these  factors  ctfd  influence  their  decision  to  travel  to  the  Smith,  there  was 
almost  an  even  division  between  those  who  felt  the  trip  was  too  fuel  consuming 
and  those  who  felt  the  trip  was  fuel  conserving.  Comments  indicated  that  river 
recreationists: 

a)  used  the  highest  mileage  vehicle  available 

b)  went  to  the  Smith  because  it  is  relatively  close  to  their  residence 

c)  combined  trips  to  save  fuel 

d)  hitch-hiked  back  to  their  put-in  point 

e)  felt  that  their  "...experience  on  the  Smith  was  worth  the  cost  of  fuel..." 

Considering  that  fuel  prices  have  doubled  in  the  past  year,  it  would 
appear  that  the  experiences  derived  from  floating  the  Smith  River  are  a 
remarkably  valuable  resource  well  worth  some  sacrifice. 

7)  88.4%  of  the  Smith  River  visitors  were  anglers  (survey  question  6). 

Even  though  378  or  58.4%  of  the  visitors  were  anglers,  only  6.2  hours  were  spent 
fishing  during  the  average  3.5  day  trip.  Fishing  is  ranked  (in  section  8 below) 
as  the  third  most  "participated  in"  activity  on  the  Smith.  Some  rivers  are 
floated  for  the  fishing,  but  the  Smith  is  floated  and  fished  . . . that  is  to 
say  that  Smith  River  recreationists  are  experiencing  more  than  a "fishing  trip," 
they  are  discovering  an  adventure  with  facets  of  floating,  camping,  nature 
observation,  and  more. 

Each  fisherman  caught  an  average  of  8.8  fish  during  his/her  entire  trip. 

More  than  half  of  these  fish  were  rainbow  trout  and,  according  to  comments, 
many  fish  were  caught  and  released. 

These  data  indicate  that  while  fishing  pressure  is  significant,  it  may  not 
be  as  intense  as  might  be  suspected. 

For  more  detailed  statistics,  see  question  6 on  the  survey  attached. 

8)  Floating  and  camping  respectively  are  the  most  " participated  in" 
activities  of  Smith  River  visitors  (survey  questions  7 and  8).  Floating  is 
the  most  highly  valued  activity  engaged  in  by  Smith  River  visitors.  Contrary 

to  what  might  be  suspected,  floating  is  not  merely  a means  to  an  end,  e.g.  fishing 
or  camping.  Fishing  is  a close  third  in  popularity  but  has  some  interesting 
side  lights.  See  section  7 above. 

Following  is  a list  of  activities  in  order  of  their  rate  of  participation. 

Participation 


Rate 

Activi  ty 

105 

floating  (most  highly  valued  as 

per  question  8) 

105 

camping  (overnight) 

93 

fishing 

90 

sightseeing 

90 

rest,  relaxation 

79 

photography 

74 

bird  and  animal  watching 

27 

hiking 

15 

wild  food  gathering  (mushrooms, 

berries,  etc.) 

14 

picnicking  (day  use  only) 

11 

rock  hunting 

2 

swimming 
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Participation 

Rate 


Activity 


2 wild  flower  study 

1 hunting 

1 caving 

1 archaeology 

1 family  nature  experience 

9)  Each  party  had  an  average  of  2.4  craft  (survey  questions  9 and  101. 

267  craft  were  recorded  on  the  survey  of  which  90!!  were  either  canoes  or 
inflatable  rafts.  Row  boats,  kayaks,  flatbottom  boats,  etc.,  do  not  appear  to 
be  popular.  Of  interest  to  an  entrepreneur  might  be  that  only  5.2%  of  the  above 
craft  were  rented.  Reference  to  question  9 of  the  survey  will  provide  more 
specific  statistics. 

10)  48.1 % of  the  Smith  River  floaters  had  floated  the  Smith  before  (survey 
question  11).  On  the  average,  the  group  of  previous  floaters  referred  to  above 
had  returned  to  the  Smith  River  during  3.47  seasons.  If  first-time  floaters  adopt 
this  average,  visitation  is  sure  to  increase  in  coming  years.  This  high  rate  of 
return  reinforces  one's  perception  of  the  Smith's  depth  of  character. 

83.6%  of  the  floaters  who  had  not  travelled  the  river  before  had  experience 
on  other  rivers.  The  Smith  does  not  appear  to  be  perceived  as  a "beginners" 
river.  This  may  be  for  two  reasons. 

a)  the  river  does  offer  some  challenges 

b)  a 3h  day  river  trip  requires  some  survival  skills 

11)  82.4 X of  the  floaters  did  not  feel  that  the  river  was  crowded  during 
their  trip  (survey  questions  12  and  13).  Smith  River  floaters  saw  an  average  of 
7.29  craft  and  7.25  shoreline  visitors  each  day.  Regulation  of  floater  numbers 
has  been  a debated  subject  with  the  Fish  and  Game  Commission  in  recent  months. 
Regulation  of  use  on  the  Smith  does  not  seem  to  be  called  for  by  the  users. 

There  are,  however,  other  considerations.  Camping  facilities  must  be  capable  of 
accommodating  the  maximum  number  of  users  and  landowners'  perception  of  crowding 
may  differ  from  that  of  the  floater.  Neither  of  these  considerations  is  within 
the  realm  of  this  report. 

12)  The  most  common  response  to  the  question — what  additional  facilities 
should  be  provided — was  "DONE"!  (survey  question  14  and  other  comments) . This 
reply  was  made  by  20.5%  of  the  floaters  who  responded  to  question  14  and  seems 
to  indicate  a relatively  high  degree  of  satisfaction  with  their  Smith  River 
experience.  The  response,  however,  may  be  more  romantic  than  realistic.  It 
was  suggested  by  some  respondents  that  the  river  be  kept  "wild"  and  "natural." 

It  is  difficult,  however,  for  over  600  human  beings  to  spend  three  and  one-half 
days  traversing  a river  corridor  who's  width  is  measured' in  feet  and  maintain  a 
wild  and  natural  environment!  For  example,  the  surveys  contained  many  adverse 
comments  about  the  sanitary  habits  of  fellow  visitors:  "quite  a bit  of  ground 
is  covered  by  toilet  paper  and  feces",  "too  many  people  just  dumping  in  the 
woods",  "most  people  don't  seem  to  dig  a hole  and  bury  it",  "judging  from  the 
human  waste  left  by  some  slobs,  some  privies  might  be  in  order". 

As  visitation  to  the  Smith  River  increases,  more  facilities  may  become 
necessary  to  insure  the  quality  of  the  experience.  This  might  include,  but  not 
be  limited  to,  latrines,  improved  orientation  by  signs  and  maps,  additional  boat 
camps,  and  potable  water. 

Of  greatest  priority  should  be  an  attempt  to  provide  alternatives  to 
landowners  for  barbed  wire  fences  which  intermittently  cross  the  river. 

Following  is  a listing  of  facilities  and  services  which  were  suggested  by  the 
survey  respondents. 


No.  of  % of 

Responses  Responses 


30 

20.5 

25 

17.1 

19 

13.0 

15 

10.3 

15 

10.3 

14 

9.6 

Respondent  Suggestions 

None 

Find  alternative  to  barbed  wire  fences  across  the  river 
Provide  latrines  where  necessary 
Put  boat  camp  names  on  boat  camp  signs 
Improved  orientation  through  additional  signing 
Additional  boat  camps  are  needed 
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No.  of 
Responses 

% of 

Responses 

Respondent  Suqqestions 

6 

4.1 

Make  potable  water  more  available  (wells,  mark  springs) 

4 

2.7 

Distinguish  private  from  public  land 

3 

2.1 

Increase  public  access  to  the  river 

3 

2.1 

Increase  public  access  to  the  shoreline  from  the  river 

3 

2.1 

Provide  firewood 

2 

1.4 

Provide  fireplaces  at  camps 

2 

1 .4 

A more  detailed  map  is  needed 

i 

0.7 

Establish  mileage  signs 

1 

0.7 

Provide  camp  shelters 

1 

0.7 

Garbage  disposal  facilities  are  needed 

i 

0.7 

Provide  shuttle  bus  service  back  to  Camp  Baker 

1 

0.7 

Establish  a supply  store  at  the  half-way  point 

146  100.0 

13)  Uncertainty  prevails  as  to  whether  campers  are  on  private  or  public 
land  (survey  questions  IS  and  16).  The  last  two  questions  of  the  survey  dealt 
with  the  floater/camper's  ability  to  distinguish  between  private  and  public 

land  for  the  purpose  of  camping.  Question  15  requested  the  respondent  to  indicate 
the  number  of  nights  spent  on  public  vs.  private  land  and  how  many  nights  they 
were  not  certain  of  ownership.  Question  16  asked  the  respondent  to  indicate  on 
a map  (devoid  of  ownership)  where  his/her  party  camped  each  night.  Assuming  that 
the  map  locations  were  accurate,  a comparison  should  indicate  the  campers'  ability 
to  properly  identify  private  land. 

The  comparison  revealed  that  camping  on  private  land  was  168"  more  prevalent 
on  the  map  than  was  reported  in  Question  15!  Furthermore,  69  of  the  survey 
respondents  were  less  than  100%  accurate  in  identifying  camp  locations  for  their 
entire  trip,  e.g.  if  a respondent  identified  three  camp  locations  and  one  was 
found  to  be  incorrect,  his  trip  was  termed  less  than  100%  accurate. 

Reported  Camp  Map  Locations  Percent 

Locations  (Q15) (Q1 6) Pi fference Ownership 

160  122  - 24%  Public 

44  118  +168%  Private 

31  — — Don ' t Know 

235  240  C7T  TOTAL 

The  apparent  inability  of  many  floater/ campers  to  distinguish  private  from 
public  land  has  a great  potential  to  precipitate  trespass  complaints  from  landowners 
along  the  river.  This  shortcoming  is  apparent  even  to  the  floaters  as  can  be 
seen  by  a significant  response  in  section  12  above  to  a need  for  "improved 
orientation  through  additional  signing." 

14)  Floaters  were  particularly  impressed  by  the  magnificent  scenery  along 
the  Smith  and  felt  that  their  trip  was  further  enhanced  by  the  assistance  of 
the  two  river  rangers.  An  abundance  of  comments  accompanied  the  returned 
surveys.  The  two  above  were  among  the  most  common.  Not  only  did  floaters  feel 
that  the  trip  was  one  of  beauty,  but  several  suggested  that  preservation 
techniques  should  be  employed  to  maintain  that  quality. 

At  least  four  respondents  suggested  that  a major  problem  is  the  lack  of 
proper  outdoor  etiquette  displayed  by  river  visitors. 

Two  visitors  expressed  displeasure  with  a low  flying  helicopter. 

It  was  very  encouraging  to  note  that  only  one  respondent  indicated  a 
conflict  with  a landowner,  and  five  floaters  encouraged  greater  cooperation 
between  landowners  and  managing  agencies. 


Summary 

This  survey  has  resulted  in  a better  understanding  of  who  is  visiting  the 
Smith  River,  what  they  do,  and  how  they  think.  We  know  that  over  647  people 
visited  the  Smith  between  May  and  August  of  1980,  and  we  may  expect  at  least  the 
same  number  in  future  years.  These  visitors  drove  an  average  round-trip  distance 
of  324.28  miles  to  spend  3.5  days  on  the  Smith,  and  over  half  of  them  came  from 
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three  counties--Lewis  and  Clark,  Cascade,  and  Missoula.  The  average  party  consisted 
of  5.88  people  and  2.4  craft.  Almost  half  of  these  floaters  had  visited  the 
Smith  for  an  average  of  3.47  previous  years.  Most  floaters  did  not  feel  that 
the  river  was  crowded  despite  seeing  7.29  craft  and  7.25  shoreline  visitors  per 
day.  Regulating  user  numbers  does  not  appear  necessary  to  reduce  crowding. 
Environmental  concerns  and  landowner  relations  may  or  may  not  justify  user 
regulation.  Smith  River  visitors  prefer  to  keep  the  river  corridor  as  natural 
as  possible,  but  they  can  foresee  a need  for  certain  facilities  such  as  latrines, 
improved  orientation  by  signs  and  maps,  additional  boat  camps,  and  potable  water. 

The  most  common  sign  related  suggestion  was  to  add  the  name  of  the  boat  camp  to 
each  boat  camp  sign.  Of  greatest  priority,  however,  should  be  an  attempt  to 
provide  alternatives  to  landowners  for  barbed  wire  fences  which  intermittently 
cross  the  river.  Except  for  this  fence  dilemna,  floaters  have  exhibited  very 
little  animosity  toward  adjacent  landowners  and  have,  in  fact,  encouraged  closer 
cooperation  between  landowners  and  managing  agencies. 

This  survey  has  uncovered  an  overall  responsible  and  receptive  attitude  on 
the  part  of  the  floaters.  With  parallel  data  from  the  BLM  report,  and  the  added 
insight  of  the  river  ranger's  report  concerning  landowners'  needs  and  concerns, 
we  will  have  taken  a large  step  in  the  direction  of  insuring  a lasting  symbiosis 
between  recreationists  and  landowners  along  the  Smith  River. 
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September  2 , 1980 

164  surveys  mailed 
110  surveys  returned 
67%  response  rate 


SMITH  RIVER 
RECREATION  USE  SURVEY 
1980 


Please  circle  the  days  spent  at  the  Smith  River  during  your  last  visit. 
Include  both  the  day  of  arrival  and  departure. 


SSMTWThF  SSMTWThF 

Date  of  Arrival  53%  of  visitation  Total  Days  3.60 

uas  m dune  — — 

Please  indicate  the  number  of  people  in  the  party  by  age  group,  and  sex. 

Male  Female  TOTAL  Male  Female  TOTAL 


Youngsters  20/3. 1Z  19/2.9 % 39/6.0%  Adults  358/66.3%  174/26.9%  632/82.2% 

Teens  45/7.0 % 25/3. 9%  70/10.9%  Seniors  (65  & over)  6/ 0.9%  Wd~  6/0.9% 

GRAND  TO^AL  647/100 % 

3.  Are  you  a Montana  resident?  or 


97/92%  Yes 
8/8%  No 


5.88  people/party 

County L&C-26.77;  Cascade- 14.  3%;  Missoula-12. 4% 

Home  State/Province  Colorado- 2 . 9%;  Washington- 1 . 9% 


Did  the  price  or  the  availability  of  gasoline  have  any  effect  on  your  decision 
to  come  to  the  Smith  River — either  favorable  or  unfavorable? 


18/17.0%  YES  88/83.0%  N0 

If  yes,  did  you  feel  that  the  trip  might  be 

6/37 , 4%  a)  a fuel  conserving  form  of  recreation 
5/31. 3%  b)  too  fuel  consuming 

5/31.  3%  c)  other  consideration;  specify:  see  page  3,  Section  8 


5.  How  many  miles  did  you  drive  (one  way)  to  reach  the  Smith  River? 

162. 14  miles 

6.  Please  list  the: 

378/58.  4%  a)  number  of  anglers  in  the  party 
2356/6.2  hr s / /i sherman  b)  approximate  hours  fished  (total) 

3344/8.8 fish/fisherman  c)  number  of  fish  caught  (include  those  not  creeled) 

1819/ 57 . 4%  Rainbow  Trout 
771/24.  3%  Brown  Trout 
504/15.  9%  Mountain  Whitefish 
14/0. 4%  Unknown  Species 

62/2. 0%  Other  species;  specify:  Brook- 28;  Cutthroat-15;  Suckers- 13 ; 
White  fish-2;  Carp-1;  Ling-1. 

7.  Please  check  the  activity(s)  in  which  you  and  your  group  particpated  during 
your  visit  to  the  Smith  River. 

camping  (overnight) 
picnicking  (day  use  only) 
floating 

rest,  relaxation 
bird/animal  watching 
fishing 
photography 
sightseeing 
rock  hunting 
hunting 
hiking 

wild  food  gathering  (mushrooms,  berries,  etc.) 
other;  specify:  caving- 1;  swimming- 2;  wildf lower  study-2; 

archaeology- 1 ; family  nature  experience  - ] 


105 

a) 

14 

b) 

105 

c) 

90 

d) 

74 

e) 

93 

f) 

yg 

g) 

90  h) 

11 

i) 

1 

n 

27 

k) 

15 

1) 

14 

m) 

N 


8.  Give  the  letter  of  the  activity  in  question  #7  which  you  most  highly 

value.  

cfhdaemq 

g responses  48  19  18  10  5 4 2 1 

ANSWER  THE  FOLLOWING  QUESTIONS 
ONLY  IF  YOU  FLOATED  THE  SMITH  RIVER 

9.  Indicate  in  the  appropriate  blank  the  number  of  each  craft  in  vour  grouD 

2.4  craft/party  & 

2/n  Row  Boat  123/48%  Canoe  112/42%  Inflatable  Raft 

16/0%  Kayak  11/4%  Flatbottom  Boat  Q/Q  Other 

10.  How  many  of  the  above  craft  were  rented? 

14/5.2 % 

11.  Have  you  floated  this  stream  previous  to  your  last  trip? 

51/48. 1%  Yes  . . . How  many  seasons  have  you  returned  to  the  Smith?  3.47 


5 5 /hi. 9%  No  . . . Have  you  ever  floated  a river  before  your  last  trip  down 
the  Smith?  Yes  — 46/83.6 % 

No  — 9/16.4 % 

12.  Did  you  find  the  river  crowded  with  other  visitors? 

18/17.6 % Yes  84/82. 4%  No 

13.  Approximately  how  many  visitors  did  you  see  per  day  on  the  average? 

29  other  craft  floating  the  river 
7. 25  shoreline  visitors 

14.  Between  Camp  Baker  and  the  Eden  Bridge,  what  facilities,  if  any,  do  you  feel 
need  to  be  provided  for  the  floating  public? 

■'-Vv  pages  4 and  5,  Section  12 


15.  How  many  nights  did  you  camp  on  each  of  the  following  property? 


Bureau  of  Land  Management 
U.S.  Forest  Service 
.State  land 
Private  land 
Don ' t know 


(BLM) 


16.  A map  has  been  printed  on  the  back  of  the  first  page  of  this  questionnaire. 
On  this  map,  please  indicate  the  following: 

a)  circle  the  point  at  which  you  put  into  the  river  and  vour  final  exit 
point  (two  points) 

b)  with  an  "x"  indicate  where  you  camped  each  night 


Other  comments  are  welcome:  See  page  5,  Section  14 


87%  of  the  trips  put  in  at  Camp  Baker  and  took  out  at  the  Eden  Bridge. 

Camp  locations  as  per  map  Correlation  of  camp  locations  between 

question  15  and  question  16. 

(BLM 


122 

\USFS 

100%  accurate 

Less  than  100%  accurate 

[/State 

118 

Private 

29/31% 

66/69% 

ihis  document  was  I. nance i in  part  through  a grant  Irom  the 
Heritage  Conservation  & Recreation  Service,  Department  ol  the 
Interior,  under  the  provisions  ol  the  Land  and  Water  Conserve 
lion  fund  Act  ol  1965.  (Public  Law  S8-574J 


50  copies  of  this  publication  were  produced 
at  a unit  cost  of  $0.21  per  copy  for  a total 
cost  of  $10.56  which  includes  $10.56  for 
printing  and  $0.00  for  distribution. 


